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an advocate of self-evidence as the criterion of truth
seems to be based on these two works. After
having introduced the main views of the test of truth
and error in Western Philosophy we now turn to
introduce the way in which the problem is presented
in Indian Epistemology and the solutions offered by
the different schools of thought.

ill

Admitting that knowledge depends on certain
specific conditions for its origin, how are we to ex-
plain its truth or falsehood? How again are we to
know its truth or falsehood as the case may be? In
other words, the questions that may be asked are :

How is the validity or invalidity of knowledge consti-
tuted? And, how is its validity or invalidity known
by us? The first question refers to conditions of
origin (utpatii) while the second question to the
ascertainment (jnapfi) of truth and falsity.

When validity of cognition, for its origin
(utpatti) does not require any extraneous cause,
other than the cause of the origin of its cognition, it
is called intrinsic, validity in origin (utpattro svatast"
vam}.19 Similarly when the validity, for its origin
achievement (jnapfi) does not require any external
cause other than the causes, required for the appre-
hension of its cognition, it is called intrinsic validity
in ascertainment (jnapter svatastram). Contrary to
it, the view that the validity of knowledge, in respect
of its origin and ascertainment both, depends upon
the fulfilment of an extra condition, and it is known
as paratah pramanya or the theory of validity from
outside 21